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ADDENDUM TO AN ARGUMENT FOR TAx REFORM BASED ON
JUDEO- CHRISTIAN ETHICS
Susan Pace Hamill
The table published below provides corrections to Table 5 of Appendix
C of the article, Susan Pace Hamill, An Argument for Tax Reform Based on
Judeo-Christian Ethics, 54 ALA. L. REv. 1, 94 (2002). It has been brought to
our attention that, except for Winston County, the gross amount of property
tax assessed for each county published in Table 5 reflect a greater total than
the actual gross amount of property tax assessed for each class of property
in those counties. Table 5 also overstates the total gross property tax as-
sessed for the entire state.
We have determined that the conversion process of transcribing the
original Excel file of Table 5 provided to the Alabama Law Review into a
format suitable for printing inadvertently altered the formula summing the
column reflecting the total property tax assessed for each county (other than
Winston) and for the entire state. Specifically, the published total for each
county in Table 5 reflects the summation of the correct total of that county
plus the correct totals of the two counties immediately below it on the table.
For example, the version of Table 5 published in 2002 overstates the to-
tal gross property tax total of Pickens and Sumter counties by adding to
their correct totals of $4,501,647 and $2,794,499, respectively, the correct
totals of the two counties below each on the table (for Pickens that would be
Sumter and Tuscaloosa counties, and for Sumter that would be Tuscaloosa
and Walker counties). The version of Table 5 published in 2002 overstates
the gross property tax total of Washington County by adding to its correct
total of $9,972,334 the correct total of only Winston County because there
are no counties below Winston on the table. Similarly, the version of Table
5 published in 2002 overstates the gross property tax total for the state of
Alabama by adding to its correct total of $1,562,939,114 the sum of all the
correct totals of all the West Alabama counties, $119,925,003, which is the
only figure below it on the table. For Winston County, the version of Table
5 published in 2002 of $5,001,150 reflects the correct total because there
were no counties below it on the table.
We have determined that for Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Appendix C, the
conversion process of transcribing the original Excel files provided to the
Alabama Law Review to a format suitable for printing was not affected by
the inadvertent alteration of the summation formula. We are absolutely
confident that the published erroneous totals in 2002 for the Western coun-
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ties and for the state of Alabama in Table 5 are solely the result of this inad-
vertent alteration of the summation formula and in no way impact the con-
clusions of the article, which were reached based on the correct figures re-
flected in the original computer files actually provided to the Alabama Law
Review. Table 5, as published in Volume 59 of the Alabama Law Review,
reflects the true totals of the gross property tax assessed for each of these
counties in Table 5 as well as the true total of gross property tax assessed at
the state level. This corrected version of Table 5 replaces the version pub-
lished in Volume 54.
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Table 1. Corrected Table 5 That Appeared in Susan Pace Hamill, An Argu-
ment for Tax Reform Based on Judeo-Christian Ethics, 54 Ala. L. Rev. 1, 94
(2002).
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